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~ Pypric ADMINISTRATION, 


The Bédrtdbaha, of the 28th April, considers section 23 of the Bengal 


Tenancy Bill as very reasonable, Only in 
the case of small enhancements it would not 
he doing anything injurious if the enhanced rent were made payable at once 
and not gradually, This section should therefore be amended to the 
effect that its provisione will not apply if the Court decrees as enhanced 
rent a fourth part of the amount of the former rent. Section 22 should 
he omitted from the Bill, inasmuch as the. provisions of the preceding 
section, which are yery reasonable, bar all arbitrary enhancements, Section 
94 ig unnecessary, because instances are rare of repeatedly disturbing an 
asseesment within a period of ten years, : : 

9 The Bhdrat Mihir, of the lst May, dwells on the evil effects 
he cnt-atill syetem end the memo- of the introduction of the out-still system 
visl of mill-owners. into this country, and refers to the petition 
lately made to Government by certain mill-owners in Bengal on this subject. 
The Editor agrees with the petitioners in every. word they have said. 

38, The same paper 4 a ot importance of the Bengal 

-s aiceeee enancy Bill, andin commenting on its provi- 
o— sions it begins with the definition ie” wiek 
Now, the Bill is framed majnly in the interests of agricultural tenants, 
and is not intended to apply to the cases of fishermen, weavers, blacksmiths, 
petty tradesmen, and others who are concerned with das/u land. These 
are, however, by no means an unimportant section of the community, and 
it behoves the Legislature to guarantee to them a secure enjoyment of their 
tights in the baste land from which they are not unoften ejected by 
unscrupulous landlords, It is therefore desirable that they- should be 
included within the meaning of “settled ryot” as given in the Bill, The 
definition of *ryot’” should therefore be amended. Sid | 

4, The Sahachar, of the 2nd May, contains an article headed * The 
The High Court. Disgrace of the High Court.” The Editor 

a remarks that Sir Richard Garth is a worthless 
man, who has brought disgrace upon the seat once filled by Sir Barnes 
Peacock, The reputation of the High Court for justice, impartiality 
and courage has, thanks to Sir Richard Garth, considerably diminished. 
If the helmsman is not good, the rowers also become impertinent. Sir 
L. Jackson, who used to remain like an earthworm in the days of Sir 
Barnes Peacock, turned under Sir Richard into a venomous snake, If Sir 
Barnes had been here would the Fields and Prinseps have been able to 
show so much impudence? Justice Norris would have been taught a 
lesson within two days, That Sir Richard Garth is not fit for the high 
post he fills he has shown wver since he came to this country. When the 
Judges offered insult to the Barristers, Sir Richard took the eide of the 
judges, This time he has brought discredit upon himself by espousing 
- cause of Mr, Branson, who heaped abuse on Bengali males and females. 
Vhat business had the Chief Justice to trouble bis head with the affairs of 
Mr, Branson ? In truth it was wrong to place such a worthless man 
on the highest seat in the High Court. That a person who can gratui- 
tously wield his pen against the helpless Bengal ryot in order to advocate 
the cause of the zemindar, and can sigh in anger, sorrow, and indignation 
Ars news of Justice Mitter’s elevation to the Chief Justiceship is not a 
‘orthy successor of Sir Barnes Peacock——this is what may be said a hundred 


The Bengal Tenancy Bill. 


limes over. Tt will be a happy day when his term of office expires. It is 


probable that, at his instigation, the other Judges of the High Court have 


xpressed themeelves against Mr, Ilbert’s Bill. “A High Court which can 


“Press itself againgt Mr. Ibert’s Bill we hate with all our heart.” 


7 Barravaw, | 
April 28th, 1883. 


Buarat Mrurer, 
May !st, 1883. 


Baarat Mrarie. 


SanacwaR, 


May 2nd, 1889. 
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Borpwas @ansivast, 
May 4th, 1883. 


GRAMVARTA 
PrakasHIKa, 


May ith, 1683. 


SanJivaNi. 


SamBAD 


PraBHakaR, 
May 9th, 1883. 


Sampap Purna- 
CHANDRODAYA, 


May 7th, 1883. 


Prapnatt, 
May 7th, 1883. 


PRaBHAT!, 


May 8th, 9th, 10th, & 


llth, 1883. 


Dacoa Peaxase, 
May 6th, 1883. 


\DHARANYI, 
May 6th, 1883. 


Ucnit Baxta, 
May 6th, 1883. 


Sar SupManNIpH!, 
May 7th, 1883. 


NavavipHakaes, 
May 7th, 1883. 
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5. The Burdwan Sanjivant, of ee ‘ge May, ytd the incon ‘5 

+» of third class passengers Venlence which persons intending {p,,.., } 
at ‘a S eral Soation of the Saas by third class on the Kast Indign Rane prest 
Indian Railway, are put to owing to the unsatisfach: we 
manner in which they are booked at the Howrah Station, Instead of C i 
issuing tickets at one place, they should be issued at least jp three ~ 
different places, and the crowd should be protected from the rude treat. “ale 
ment to which they are now subjected at the hands of the constables op duty . ” 

6. The Gramvdrtd Prakdshikd, of the 5th May, supports the sete a 

iis sencciah indian rial made to Government by 


: pegs Y certain mill. 
__ ‘* owners in Bengal against the out-still system, 
7. We have this week received the first four numbers of a Benpat 
weekly, published at Calcutta, and entitled the 


A new paper. Sanjivani, We shall notice their contents 


next week. eee : | 
8. The Samvdd Prabhakar, of the 9th May, makes remarks regarding 
the case of Baboo Surendra Nath Banerjee 


similar to those noticed in paragraph 16, 
9. The Samvad Purnachandrodaya, of the 7th May, regrets to notice 


Surendra Nath Banerjee’s case, 


? ny 
AN that the majority of the Judges have pags | 
eye eh ee em coh a sentence of imprisonment on raat ‘ 
even after he made an apology. | ati 
10. The Prabhdti, of a 7 ig = the fate of Baboo Surendra Ba 
a Nath Banerjee, but expresses confidence in 
Se his ability, aa assures ie of the sympathy : 
of the people of India. a | sh 
11. The same paper, in its issues of the er 9th, 10th, and 11th May, of 
ae continues its remarks upon the case of Baboo to 
Surendra Nath Banerjee’s case. Surendra - Neth Banerjee, The observations | th 
are similar to those noticed in paragraphs 16 and 17%.000¢«C~C th 
12. The Dacca Prakash, of the 6th May, refers to the impatience di 
Mr. Rivers Thompson’ and local Which 3s being shown by the inhabitants of iu 
self-government in Daces. Dacca at the delay on the part of the Lieut- D 
enant-Governor in sending a reply to their petition praying for the introduc t 
tion of local self-government into Dacca and the establishment of a District ( 


Board in connection therewith. His Honor, it is said, is now in his dotage. . 
13. The Sddhdrant, of the 6th May, questions the wisdom of the 


High Court in having punished Surendra 


Nath Banerjee, even after he had made an 
apology. Itis not clear how the High Court has by this act main 


tained its dignity. The Editor promises to resume the subject. ee 
14. The Uchit akid, of the 5th May, contains an article highly 
eulogistic of Lord Ripon as Viceroy. His 


Excellency has undertaken not a few bene- 
ficial measures, but one important matter remains to be taken up, namely 


a reduction of public expenditure. | 
15. The Sdr Sudhdnidhi, of the 7th May, expresses great sympathy 
Surendra Nath Banerjee’s case, with Babu Surendr a Nath Banerjee in bis 
' ; aa present misfortune. His imprisonment has 
imperilled the sag | of native editors. The editor asks to be informed 


under what law Justice Norris had the Salyram brought into the Court, 
The whole subject should receive the consideration of Lord Ripon. 


(16. The Navavibhdkar, of the 7th May, has an article entitled 

“Surendra, a prisoner to-day,” in the course 
of which the writer says:—It is our impres 
sion that, if any person uses words expressive | 


' Surendro Nath Banerjee’s case. 


Reduction of public expenditure, 


Surendra Nath Banerjes’s imprison. 
ment. 
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ich Court, ‘outside . of that Court and not in its 
of owe gto one “ies caine en High’ Court cannot punish him 
"meade of a summary trial. It is provided in section 480 of the existing 
fae of Criminal Procedure that, if ‘a person shows contempt for 3 
Court in its’ presence, thad Court shall be able to fine the person guilty of 
auch contempt up to’ Rs. 200; and if the fine is onot: aid, :it shall, be 
sie to award a sentence of simple imprisonment to the ‘extent of ‘one 
month. Now, this law applies also to the I igh Court. We find no pros 
sion in any law passed by the British’ Parliament or by the Legislative. 
Council of this country under whieh the High: Court may: summarily 
pmish a ‘person: who” uses words expressive of contempt for it, buf-not in 
; sence. . pm A wie baa ty. S93 ey Ri ee Hay rs oy ty 
us MWe do not also find any such jurisdiction in the High Court's 
Letters Patent and ‘Charter. In our opinion, po one can say, after the 
passing of the ‘present Code of Criminal Procedure, that the powers of the 
High Court in this respect are unlimited, like those ‘of the ‘Queen's: Bench 
in England. If Surendra Babu had in oper Court, and in the: or of 
Mr. Norris, uttered the words for writing’which, in the: Bengal, he ‘has been 
imprisoned, or insulted Mr. Norris in'‘any ‘other way, then, ‘under section, 
480 of the Criminal Procedure Code, Mr. Norris: would not lave been 
able to inflict’on’ him any other punishment than a: fine of Ks. 200; 
and yet in ‘the “present instance the High Coury has imprisoned Surendra 
Babu for two months, and could bave- inflicted greater punishment if-it had 
been'so willing. ‘The intention of the legislators.cannot be so absurd that in 
a case of contempt! of Court, in the presence of the: High Oourt, there 
should not’ be a higher punishment than a fine of Rs. 200’; whereas in.a case. 
of contempt. of. Court not in its presence, the High Court should be able 
to inflict any punishment it likes. ‘Nor is it reasonable to: suppose that 
there should ‘exist indefinite powers of punishment. in - cases: where. 
the person punishing’ is’ himself prosecutor. Therefore we say:that some 
dicision should have been’ given as to the plea:of the High Court’s~ want of 
jurisdiction raised by Surendra Babu. In our. opinion Mr. Bonnerjee did 
not act well in declining to support that plea; We had expected: that 
the plea having beeti raised in Surendra’s affidavit, the Judges,of. the High 
Court would express some sort of opinion: regarding it.- ‘When -a--plea of 
jurisdiction ‘or ‘non-jurisdiction is raised, .it'- ought to be first disposed of. 
Mr. Bonnerjee did not indeed offer to support this plea ;: but when:he read out 
to the Court the concluding portion of the affidavit, it cannot be admitted 
that he waived that pled on behalf of: his client.’ Again, a Court cannot 
acquire jurisdiction eyen if: the defendant. ‘signifies. conseiit.. Under these, 
circumstances the Judges 6ught'to havé decided’ ‘this point some, way, or. 
other. Instead of doing that the Chief Justice: has’ simply; said that the. 
defendant's counsel has’ acted wisely -in :refusingto.-support: that. plea. 
ts i that there’ willbe éomé sort of decision:on this point: in, thé Privy; 
Gc, Rn Bi BO adh eS Of ven esepee ca Gece) pbs ics 
Afier giving the substance of - Surendra’ Nath’s..apology, the writer 
goes on to observe: Considering: ‘that no animus against- Justice! Norris 
on the part of Surendra Nath was proved to exist, antithat there was. no 
reason to disbelieve Surendra Nath’s statements made on oath: to-the.effect 


o~ 


that he had believed as true’ the’ statements: contained: in. :Brahmo Public, 


Opinion, and-in the discharge of: his duty as a ‘journaliat, and; for the. good 
of the public, had:made-the remarks regarding Justice Nariis;;'and-consider- 
ing, further, that Surendra Natli frankly made an.apdlogy-to the Court-as soon 
’s he was convinced:of! ‘the falgity of-his’ statements, we | had-éxpected. that 


the Judges of the High Court would discharge:-him. » ‘The. manner. in' which 


Surendra expressed’ ‘regret and confessedl: his. guilti- was; conducive. to his, 


NaVavVIBHakaR, 
May ith, 1883. 


( 204 ): 
own and to the Court’s dignity. Unfortunately: thé High Cou 
af this opinion, The Chief Justice and the majority of his 
unanimously passed the severe’ sentence of: imprisonment: on hi 
the expression of his regret and the confession of his guilt by Surendra Nath 
would not the dignity of the Court have been maintained if he had heen 
let off with:a-mild reproof or a mere fine? We believe: this course would 
have enhanced and not. impaired the dignity of the Court. The dignity of 
a’ Court may’ indeed be preserved by the infliction of severe punishment 
or by a threat.of: punishment,; but there are instances. in which that dignity 
can be: better consulted. by adisplay of calmness: and. patience, In thi, 
country,.in cases: similar. to the present one,: we. have. not heard of: ar 
equally severe punishment being inflicted. Messrs. Piffard and Taylor did 
neither of them express regret: or confess his guilt at first, but both confessej 
their guilt after they were proved. guilty, and yet they were discharged, 
Referring: to’ the precedents: cited: by Justice’ Mitter, the Chief Jy 
remarks-that.the present case does not correspond tothem. Now, thisis 
what we do not. understand.. Whatever difference we have been able to 
perceive. between the cases cited and. the. present case is-entirely in favour 
of Surendra: Babu. Justice Mitter was. placed. in an’ extremely trying 
position, but.he has.made us happy by evincing bis habitual independence, 
fearlessness;.and'a noble courage.. There cannot, of course, be any doubt. as 
to the fact that:it.was only from:a desire. to uphold the. dignity of. the Court, 
and from:a'sense of duty,,that the. experienced Chief Justice. and his other 
colleagues. have passed. the sentence. of imprisonment on Surendra Nath. 
Nevertheless it would have been better-if greater. patience: had been shown 
at this: time of unhappy agitations.. Considering. the excitement which 
prevails among Anglo-Indians. over Mr. Ilbert’s Bill, the increasing dislike. 
for Bengalis on the. _ of narrow-minded: Europeans, and the pain which 
has been caused to Huropean Barristers. by. the discontinuance of. briefs.to 
Mr. Branson not a few are found saying that. the punishment: would not 
have: been so. severe: if the. accused. had: been: somebody. eise and not 
Surendra Nath. | | 
(17,.. The following is taken from another article in- the’ same paper 
The imprisonment of Gurendie Nath headed * A new difficulty for the Editors of 
and the liberty of the Press. newspapers” :—-More. than any others. native 
editors have been made’ uneasy by the imprisonment-of Surendra Nath. 
Besides the reason for which the masses’ have’ been so stung to the 
quick there is. an additional: cause for the anxiety .of native: editors, 
namely that the severe sentence passed! on Surendra Nath by the 
Judges of the High. Court may tend. to affect injuriously the- liberty 


t was hot 
Colleagues 


mM. After 


of the press: If the. High Court continues to’ exercise. the powers. 


which it has exercised in the case of Surendra Nath, : native editors. will 


have henceforth to-express. themselves: regarding, the doings of the High 


Court Judges: with the same fear ‘with which, while the-Press- Act was: in 


force, they found it necessary to comment on the doings of Governors and 


officers subordinate to them. Lord Ripon has extracted one javelin from our 
breast, but unfortunately the High Court'is about to. pierce our breaet with 
another. We are seldom: fortunate enough to be allowed to.work under 
fixed rules. Laws are uncertain in their’ operation. only when we are con 


cerned. The jurisdiction of the High Court.over. us is something which 15 


not easily ascertainable--which is uncertain and unlimited, This state of 
things is certainly deplorable. The High Court is-the’ last’ hope-of- natives. 


It is therefore the duty of every well-wisher of the country to: see. that the 
justice administered by the High Court is‘pure.. Ifthe judgments of. the. 


Hon'ble Judges are in any respect. defective, to point out: the’ defect must 
be regarded as our paramount duty. But. if the Judges. trangcended: the 
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| ‘nflicted on' native editors grave punishment for trivial faulte, 
mF poor eg he feeble-minded and week-hearted Editors should have their 
peo distracted. with fear, and: that they should become disinclined to per- 


form their duty ? Fortunately there ate not many native éditors of this 


limits of the existing laws, and, seeking refugé unde some indefinite and 


jescription. There are not many editors: who shrink from: writing what they. 
believe to be true, or who through fear fail to point: out what they concerve : 
+ to be their duty to point out. , ae 
é formerly under the-impression that, while native editors in 

We weré formerly under the’ impression that, while nati é editors i 
the mofussil had occasionally to writé with fear lest they should ineur the | 
displeasure Of Magistrates, editors in Calcutta’ were free from arly ‘such fear. 


But now it is found that even in Calcutta native’ editors aré not pi rféctly safe. 


fer the degradation to which the High Court has subjected Surendra Nath, 
S bhetes native editors to devise means of self-defence. There’ should 
be clear: provisions made in law as to what would constitute a contempt 
of Court, and a8 fo thé languaye’ which the High Court would’ regard as 
contempt. The Judges of the High Court are not infallible, and their 


judgments are occasionally bad. It is the paramount’ duty of néwspaper - 


editors to: refer to these cases’; but considering that the expression “ conteinpt 
f Court” is indefinite in its signification, the High Court might construe 
references made by an. editor to any of its bad decisions. as being a 
contempt of Court, and punish the editor. If a Judge were repeatedly 
found to give bad judgments through error or inadvertence, it would not 
be wrong to speak of him as incompetent ; but seeing that the meaning 
of the expression “ contempt of Court” is indefinite, the High Court might 
im such cases punish the writer.. It therefore belioves'the Legislature to 
determine what other meaning, besides’ that given in the Indian Penal Code, 
the expression “contempt of Court” will bear, and! further to’ declare 
whether, in the case of outside contempt, the High Court has the power of 
inflicting summary punishment, and, if it has the power, to prescribe the 
amount-of punishment whicli it shall award. We believe the High’ Court 
has no such power.. Thére’should, again, be clear provisions made regarditig 
the nature of the apology which should be’ considered sufficient for the 
purposes of' a pardon or a mitigation of the punishment; as also regarding 
the circumstances under which the full amount of punishment might be 
awarded. An apology in the case of an. editor accused of contempt of - 
Court should not be, as’ was observed by Sir Barnes Peacock, abject or 
humiliating to the writer, inastiuch as editors have constantly to depénd 
on others for information, dnd are thus liable to error, and, furthér, as‘ they 
write only for the good of the-public. Inthese’ circumstances it is desirable 
that: the law should’ clearly’ law down that, if through the fault of a 
correspondent, or through his own error, an éditor should publish anti’ in- 
accurate version of any judgment or proceeding’ of a Judge, a‘ public 
apology made by the’ writer should be held sufficient to exempt him from: 
luther punishment. The punishment in the case of wilful misrepresénta- 
ton would be of course'different. gear, : 
18. We extract the following. observations from an artiele’in-the- 
Melbetepn 0s (Cs:~(‘<‘é‘N OM ~Prgecésh,-. of the: 7th. May, headed 
. . . ... Mr Branson’s departure” :—The object 
of Lord Ripon and his colleagués ‘as- regards’ the’ Native’ Jurisdiction 
Bill is indeed a noble‘one. They do not-like to conceal their views and 
affect a lip-liberality.. They. endeavour to preserve the glory of England 
by doing great deeds. Wherein-is the Bill:introduced by Mr. Ibert open: 
‘0 condemnation? Many say that, as India is a conquered country, the- 
people of India should not be plased on the-same footing with the 


ine con- 
Werors. But it may be asked, who’ are the conquered? Whep- did the 
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English vanquish India? If the truth were not disregarded, and 
were recalled to mind, it might be beldly. said that the people of 
neither a. conquered people nor slaves of England, but ‘that: they -are ie 
friends. Extremely harassed: by: the oppression committed on them bis 
wicked ruler, the people of. Bengal piteously. sought the protection of Engling 
because they believed her to be a just, honest,-and impartial power, Jf re 
person who seeks’ protection is,:in thé language of’ civilized men, cal] of 
“conquered person,” then there is no help for: it’ ‘What: outspoken ina 
honest person having the history of the bate of Plassey before him woy) i 
have the courage to speak of Bengal as acoyntry conquered by the English) 
_ To refer now to the, other provinces of: India, The’British nation 
had formed alliances and entered into treaties with , all: th iulg 
But the wnquenchable fire of selfishness which was burning in it 
heart led it to be always on the look out for, faulis, till: it picked quarrels 
with those states and gradually deprived them of all their wealth. If on 
the strength of these transactions one were to call India a conquered county , 


there would not be much harm so far as the people of, India were concerned, 


Past event, 
Bengal ‘ate 


but the stain that would thus be cast upon the holy British name would 


be such as nothing would be able to wash it away.. In. truth, no part of 
India was conquered by the English : their insincere friendship only deceived 
the people. The writer proceeds to remark that the Sepoy Mutiny was 4 
movement which was confined to a small number of: natives only, and. for 
which the people of India cannot be held responsible, and that it behoves 
Government to extend the same treatment. to the people of this country 
that the Scotch and the Irish experience at the hands of England. me 

19. The same paper condemns the present system.under which Liev 

iat Siw _ tenant-Governors are appointed :to . Bengal, on. 


How the appointment of Licutenant- the ground that most of the persons who have 


Governor of Bengal should be made. successively held the post of -Lieutenant- 


Governors have been. found to . labour 
under stromg prejudices. The reason of this is to be’ found in the fact 
that the appointment is reserved fur civilians who are erroneously supposed 
to be well acquainted with the country. The fact, however, is that.the 
Bengal civilians, from their contact with non-official Europeans in Bengal, 
come to entertain strong prejudices against natives, and.a sympathy for 
the Europeans. It is thus that they are always found to harp upon the 
incompetency of natives, and to look down upon them: Of course there are 
honorable exceptions among them, but their number is very few. The 
present Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal is a civilian whose. mind is full 
of prejudice. So far as appears from his acts, he is not believed to be a 
well-wisher of this country. By his approval of. the Assam Coolies Act, 
and abuse of the Editor of the Hindu Patriot when that. measure. became 
law; by his inclusion of date-juice among exciseable. articles ;. by. his 
partiality for the out-still system, and by his opposition to .the Criminal 
Procedure Code Amendment Bill he has shown this to be: the. case. 


It is for this reason desirable that the Lieutenant-Governors:of.. Bengal 


. , ‘ 


direct from England, and not from the ranks of civilians. : 
20. The Ananda Bazar Putrikd, of the 7th May, contains an ane 
ont oo. headed * Europeans hate us as they would @ 
cant, Hibert’s Bill. Bavepoone hate mehter.” . The writer refers to the letter of. 8 


should henceforth be appointed, like the Governors of Bombay and Madras, 


correspondent of the Jndéan' Daily’ News, who, 
speaking of the proposed trial of a European by a native, asks what would 


the feeling of a Brahniin be if he were tried by a mehter? The Hditor of 
the Ananda Bazar comments upon this question, and exhorts his epunitrymen, 
Her Majesty, and the Viceroy to bear in mind-thatAnglo-Indians look dows 
upon the people of India as they would look down: upon’ a ‘mehter.. The 
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| ‘sdiction Bill, the writer proceeds to observe, has done one good : 
she sired the people to see that Government is not . wholly on the side 
¢ the self-seeking and unscru ulous Anglo-Indians, and that it does not forget 
ihe helpless people of India, but thinks of them occasionally. Government 
not, however, owing to these self-seeking Englishmen, succeed in doing 
caiblee for India. They have hitherto deceived Government ‘by their 
on) of friendship for this‘ country. Mr. Stephen, while he was bind- 
r0 the people of India with iron chains, and throwing thousands into prison, 
nrofessed before Government to be a friend of India. Sir Louis Jackson 
cael the same honour while he was giving wrong judgments in 
hundreds of cases. Viceroys of Lord Lytton’s type put forth the same claim, 
even when they were sending India to her destruction. Now all ‘such have 
been found out by the Native Jurisdiction Bill. te ca peter 
91. We extract the following observations from the same paper:—~ 
ae The decision of the High Court in the case 
Sarendra Nath Banerjee s case. of Surendra Nath Banerjee is one which is 
likely to prove injurious to the people of this country, By this decision the 
Judges of the High Court have interfered with the religion of the people, 
taken away the liberty of the newspaper press, and shown that there are 
not men in this country. The Judges have decided that the manner in 
which the Salgram was taken to the High Court was not open to objection, 
and that Surendra Nath had unjustly taken Justice Norris to task. . Now 
that the High Court has decided that it is not wrong to take a Salgram 
to the Court, and that this does not constitute an interference with religion, 
there is no reason why judicial officers in the mofussil should any longer 
show any regard for Hindu idols. The people of India do not possess 
any political powers, except the little power conferred by the liberty of the 
ress. But the imprisonment of Surendra Nath without any trial shows 
that the Judges have exercised a new power. They cannot punish a person 
accused of murder, or theft, or forgery without a trial. Even the assassin 
of Lord Mayo was punished after trial, But in punishing an editor of a 
newspaper no trial, it would seem, is necessary. It would simply do to 
arrest and punish him. In these circumstances publication of a newspaper 
in this country will in a manner become an impossibility. — 2a 
22. The Charu Varid, of the 7th May, exhorts the people of India 
not to sleep over Mr. Ilbert’s Bill in the 
_ hope that Government will do everything for 
them. The battle is raging hot, both in India and England, and it is high 
time that the people shook off their apathy. rece | 
23. ‘The same paper remarks that Mr. Rivers Thompson has disap- 
pointed public expectations. His support 
| of the excise policy of his predecessor, his 
opposition to Mr. Ibert’s Bill, and his growing indifference to the cause 
of local self-government have combined to produce this result. 

24. The Samaya, of m : th ged : aaron =. srg arrived 
eas .. at by the authorities of the Calcutta Universi 
rameter’ Deport nail to make a visit to England compulsory on me 
successful candidates in the’ science course atthe Premchand * Roychand 
studentship examination. The object dimed at by the Senate is a good one, 
but it can be achieved even without ie the candidates to visit England. 

25. The same paper remarks that Mr. Thompson has disappointed 

es _ public expectations. He has identified himself 

with the clique of Anglo-Indians who hate 

| natives. Itis therefore no wonder that he 

has opposed Mr. Ilbert’s Bill, which is also sure to be Opposed by the 

civilians as a class. They may oppose the measure, if they like, but let them 
not take upon themselves ta say that the people of India do not want it, - 


Mr. Ilbert’s Bill, 


Mr. Rivers Thompson. 
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: ' ; What w to b 

- said by Mr. Justice Mitter in his ; ° | 

Pe om sees» ee. in the case of Surendra Nath itis a 

The writer would, however, observe: (1) that the Chief Justice wa that 

to have allowed the question of jurisdiction to be argued; (2) that the far! 

sentence passed on Surendra Nath will not, as is expected, prevent natiy, - 

editors from doing their duty; (3) that the decision has caused the people rous 

great pain and sorrow;. and (4) that Mr. Bonnerjee, the defendany, [im im? 

Counsel, has spoilt the case, 

27. The Prajd Bandhu, of the 8th May, wniting on. the same subject, Pu 

i remarks that the people of India lament the year 

ciesreieeapae amaalecnaaca imprisonment of Surendra Nath Banerjee tha 

They now fully realize the fact of their subjection. The sentence, however ext 

will enhance, and not diminish, Surendra Nath’s glory, and proportionately sub 
proclaim the disgrace of the High Court. The reference to Jeffreys and 

Scroggs might have been considered improper a few days ago, but now M 

nobody will hesitate to associate the names of Sir Richard Garth and Justice 

Norris with those of Jeffreys and Scroggs. | Ms 


28. The Jdtiya Suhrid, of the Sth May, does not agree with those 


mee who blame Lord Ripon for having stirred up 
oe the embers of race antagonism. ‘I'he fact is 
this feeling of jealousy was in existence, though in a concealed form. The 


natives were not happy, and will never be happy until the invidious distinc- 
tion of race is abolished. 


29. The Hindu Ranjikd, of the 9th May, expresses great sympathy 
with Baboo Surendra Nath Banerjee in his 


| present misfortune, and expresses confidence 
in his ability and devotion to the interests of this country. The imprison- 


ment of Surendra Nath will, it is hoped, bring about unity among the people 
of this country. | 


Surendra Nath Banerjee’s case. 


30. We have this week received the first four numbers of a new 


weekly Bengali paper, published in Calcutta, 
and entitled the Pratinidhi or Representatwe. 
The number dated the 10th May thus addresses Babu Surendra Nath 
Banerjee in the opening paragraph :—** Go, Surendra Nath, go to prison. 
The dark prison will be to you a brilliant palace; the iron chains, chains of 
gold! ‘To-day you have become the sovereign of the hearts of the people 
of India, the adored image of their hearts. The principle in which you hare 
been initiated has become successful to-day ; the vow which you have taken 
upon yourself is to-day crowned with visible results; and the tutetary deity 


you have worshipped appears to you and blesses you. Surendro Nath ! 
from this day you have become imperishable.” 


31. The same paper eaten :—A victim to conspiracy. aver 

: iat a nglishmen for the sake of propriety an¢ | 

f en ar eee : impartial administration of justice, and with 4 
view to take away the liberty of the press, have, on a plea of contempt of 
Court, sentenced Surendra Nath to two months’ imprisonment. Who wall 
question the justice of this decision? Does he not know that this wil | 
subject him to the risk of imprisonment? Bengal mourns the fate of Surendra — 


Nath, The Editor proceeds to make remarks similar to those noticed 
paragraph 17, 


82. The Uthal Dipikd, of the 28th April, makes the following obser"- 

The study of Persian in the Raven. tions:—The post of head Moutrie of the 
sheer Cotege. Ravenshaw College has been vacant for the last 
six months. The second Moulvie does his duty very well, though he 1s said 


Surendra Nath Banerjee’s case. 
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‘ncompetent to teach the higher classes. It is for this reason that the 
a i medan pupil in the second year’s class find it difficult to go on with 
the Persian. We bring this to the notice of the higher authorities, and pray 
that proper steps be taken to remove the existing evil. The year is already 
tr advanced, and if no teacher comes soon, there will be very bad conse- 
nences. After many years of indifference the Mahomedan pupils have 
Sail and betaken themselves to higher studies. Now it will be extremely 
impolitic to throw obstacles in their way.” a 
33. The Utkal Darpan, of the 22nd April, reviewing the events of the 
bie events of the last Uriya past Uriya year, congratulates itself and the 
wn public on the initiation by Government during 
that period of many useful reforms, such as the Local Self-Government Bill, 
extension of the jurisdiction of native Magistrates over European British 


subjects, &c. 
34,. The Balasore Sambad Bahika, of the 26th April, feelingly notices 


the departure of Mr. H. 8. Beadon, Magistrate 
of Balasore, and says that he was just and 
polite, and did a great deal to supply the wants of the inhabitants of 
Balasore. 


Mr. Beadon. 
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